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     Comments on “A Reflection on Japan’s Security”  

1. Commenter A, Swiss  (24 July 2017) 
 
I fully share your views and understand that Japan cannot remain unprepared. 
Efforts to better protect the civilian population in case the unthinkable would 
happen appear to me as highly relevant, while at the same time putting into place 
the available military technology for defensive missile interception.   
 
I understand how frustrating the perspective of having to risk a North Korean first 
strike without the possibility of a preemptive action in case of emergency must be. 
But I have to confess that I do not see other options than to still trust on the validity 
of the dissuasion through the American alliance and on renewed diplomatic efforts 
in conjunction, also, with the approach of the new South-Korean Presidency.  
 
If regime survival is the real objective of the Pyongyang dictator, there may be a 
chance. But, of course, I have to remain humble in this respect due to the 
complexity of the task. 
 
2. Commenter B, German  (26 July 2017) 
 
I agree with the comments by the previous commenter, but of course we all know 
that Japanese policy has to go beyond these issues. 
 
If a revival of negotiations of the countries of the region (I think called the 6 
country group) is not possible and if the US is not taking a credible new initiative, 
then it is really up to Japan to clarify the ground of coordinating common policies 
with China, Russia and South Korea vs. North Korea. 
 
It is very complex, but Japan cannot just leave the issue to Donald Trump. 
	

3. Commenter C, German  (12 August 2017)	
 
The US will not put the security of Japan or Europe ahead of the security of its own 
people; remember the Trump doctrine: "America First". 
Therefore I think Japan has to rely more on its own economic and technological 
capabilities, in order to aim at a broader security arrangement with China, Russia 
and the USA. 
 
To do this, Japan has to play a more active role for peace in the Pacific, not against 
the USA, but not relying totally on the USA and pressing its security interests more 
strongly in aiming at an overarching Pacific security partnership (Japan, USA, 
China and Russia as main underwriters). Japan should play a more active role in the 
concert of these main powers in the Pacific to achieve this goal. 
 
4. Commenter C, New Zealander  (22 August 2017) 
 
Many would consider North Korea not an imminent international threat, in spite of 
its belligerent rhetoric. The regime is dictatorial and unsavory but it would not 



 2 

likely be suicidal. The danger of North Korean nuclear arsenal is not that it would 
attack Japan or any other country but that it might sell its technology or hardware to 
the highest terrorist bidder, especially if it is squeezed to the limits by international 
sanctions. Such scenarios are extremely frightening even to contemplate but it is 
most unlikely that the results would be directed towards Japan.  
 
The “Peace Constitution of Japan” is a uniquely shining example to inspire the 
world and it is possibly the best guarantee for Japan's further peaceful existence. 
Building shelters against nuclear attack would be internationally interpreted not as a 
defensive measure but as a preparation for foreseeably more aggressive 
militarization.  
 
Once the world descends to nuclear warfare, there is little hope for humanity. When 
civilization is lost there is no reason for the species to survive. The insects will 
inherit the world.  
 
 
	

 
 


